From: Gentile, Laura

To: Jencius, Morgan

Cc: Kelley, Jeff; Hyde, Tinka; Carney, Wendy; Russ, Michael
Subject: RE: Transition: Great Lakes issue paper -- R5 edits
Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2016 4:51:45 PM
Attachments: Great Lakes National Program Office LGrev.docx

Thanks very much, I've accepted all edits and added one additional for your consideration (near the
end of the doc):

This amount is stffictent necessary to achieve protection and restoration goals in GLRI Action Plan Il.

Laura L. Gentile

Office of Policy, U.S EPA
202.564.3158 Desk
202.531.7162 Cell
gentile.laura@epa.gov

From: Jencius, Morgan

Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2016 4:20 PM

To: Gentile, Laura

Cc: Kelley, Jeff ; Hyde, Tinka ; Carney, Wendy ; Russ, Michael

Subject: Transition: Great Lakes issue paper -- R5 edits

Laura: as you requested, Region 5 believes it addressed your comments in the attached paper.

If you have any clarifying questions tomorrow (Wednesday), you can contact Wendy Carney directly.
Thanks,

Morgan

312-886-2407

From: Gentile, Laura

Sent: Monday, November 21, 2016 4:49 PM

To: Jencius, Morgan <jencius.morgan@epa.gov>

Subject: Great Lakes paper

Hi Morgan,

I've made some edits to the GLRI paper for your consideration. | mostly moved information around

to highlight info that we think the Landing Team may be most interested in. Also, the folks reading

these papers will likely not be scientists so | simplified technical terms as much as possible.

A few additional comments:

- Upcoming milestones — could we add some specifics on the grants, such as what type of

projects will be funded with the money?

- Toxic Substances and Areas of Concern — | removed the “AOC” reference, as this could be
confused with the enforcement term. Would be helpful to provide specifics on 2-3 of the
biggest areas of concern. Just to provide context (as to why this initiative is important).
Where are a couple of these areas and how have they been impacted? Any in Chicago / large
cities? Providing this info would be good to help them understand why this project is so
important / and funding should continue. Also, can we provide an example of an emerging
chemical that’s been detected?
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Internal deliberative pre-decisional - for use by 2016 President-elect transition team members only

[bookmark: _GoBack]Issue Summary: 	

The EPA leads implementation of a multi-agency initiative to restore the Great Lakes ecosystem, enhance the economic health of the region, and ultimately improve the public health protection for the area’s 30 million Americans.  The Great Lakes economy is one of the largest in the world, with a $4.5 trillion gross regional product. The direct economic benefits of restoring the Great Lakes are estimated to be at least $50 billion, considering factors such as reduced costs for drinking water treatment; revenue from tourism, commercial fishing, and recreation; increased coastal property values; cost savings for municipalities; and jobs.

Upcoming Milestones: (If no Milestones in first 100 days please delete this Section)

· January, 2017–  Publication of the following reports: Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) Report to Congress and the President; draft Lake Huron Lakewide Action and Management Plan; and draft Domestic Action Plans under the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement with Canada. 


· May 2017 – EPA plans to issue grants to states, tribes, local governments, universities, and non-governmental organizations from a competitive $26 million grant offering, using the GLRI appropriation. Grants will fund invasive species control, technology, and collaborations; Lake Erie agricultural phosphorus reduction; implementation of urban and agricultural watershed management plans; and an analysis of agricultural program effectiveness.

Background:



Through the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI), EPA leads 16 federal agencies in work focused on Great Lakes protection and restoration. 

The goal of the interagency collaboration, which has been in place since 2004, is to accelerate progress, avoid potential duplication of effort, and save money.  In FY 2010 Congress began authorizing the GLRI as part of EPA’s annual appropriations. Funding is used for projects performed by federal agencies, states, tribes, local governments, universities, and nongovernmental organizations.  GLRI works to accelerate Great Lakes protection and restoration in the following areas: 


· Toxic Substances and Areas of Concern. Persistent toxic substances, such as mercury and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), are still present at levels that warrant fish consumption advisories in all five lakes.  EPA initially identified 31 U.S. and binational Great Lakes areas of concern requiring cleanup, many from legacy contaminated sediments. The 27 areas of concern that still need to be cleaned up include: Buffalo River (NY); Detroit River (MI); Fox River/Green Bay (WI); Grand Calumet (IN); Maumee River (OH); and St. Louis River (MN).  Ongoing sources of persistent toxic substances include: releases from contaminated bottom sediments, industrial and municipal sources of pollution, and nonpoint sources of pollution, such as agricultural and urban runoff, atmospheric deposition, and contaminated groundwater. Chemicals of emerging concern, which may pose additional threats, have also been detected such as flame retardants, and pharmaceuticals.



· Invasive Aquatic and Terrestrial Species. Many of the more than 180 aquatic non-native species in the Great Lakes have propagated and spread, disrupting the food web and leading to added costs to drinking water treatment and economic impacts to commercial and recreational fishing. Sport fishing in the Great Lakes, which has been valued at $7 billion annually, could be seriously impacted if Asian Carp, which is currently a threat, or another species, were to invade. Invasive species can be virtually impossible to eradicate and have the potential to spread to the rest of the country through waterways, shipping, trade, and the activities of recreational and resource users. The GLRI is working to develop and enhance implementation of key species-specific (such as Asian carp) “collaboratives” to support rapid responses and to communicate the latest control and management techniques.


· Nonpoint Source pollution from agricultural and urban runoff. Water quality near the shore has become degraded, and is evident by harmful algal blooms; thick odorous mats of green algae; outbreaks of avian botulism; and “no-swim” advisories. Causes include: excessive amounts of phosphorous and other nutrients running off from urban and agricultural areas; high concentrations of bacteria and other pathogens; and building and development in shoreline areas. Impacts include increased costs of drinking water treatment and limitations on recreational uses. 

· Reduced Habitat for Fish and Wildlife. Current habitats do not meet the growth and reproductive needs of fish and wildlife. Habitat and species have been impacted by development, competition from invasive species, the alteration of natural lake level fluctuations and flows from dams and other control structures, toxic compounds, poor land management practices, and nonpoint sources of pollution. These impacts have led to loss of biodiversity and poorly functioning ecosystems, with impacts to commercial and recreational fishing.



Highest GLRI Priorities: Among the areas above, EPA places a priority on: 1) cleaning up areas of concern; 2) preventing introduction of more invasive species; and 3) reducing phosphorus contributions from agricultural and urban lands that contribute to harmful algal blooms and other water quality impairments.



GLRI Establishment and Authorization: In 2004, Executive Order 13340 established the Great Lakes Interagency Task Force and “Promotion of a Regional Collaboration of National Significance for the Great Lakes.”   Building on this foundation, in FY 2010 Congress began authorizing the GLRI as part of annual appropriations. In 2016 Congress provided stand-alone authorization in Public Law 114-113. Each year, GLRI funds are appropriated to the EPA. The EPA implements and funds projects itself, but also provides over half of the appropriated GLRI funds to its partner federal agencies to use in implementing their projects or funding others. Federal agencies are now implementing the GLRI through a second Action Plan covering fiscal years 2015-2019. 



Commitment: The US has various commitments for activities under the bi-national 2012 Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement between the US and Canada.

Key External Stakeholders:

Please check which stakeholder(s) are likely to reach out to the incoming political team about this issue.  In the space provided, include concerns stakeholder(s) may raise.

☒ Congress	☒ Industry 	☒States	☒ Tribes 	☒ Media	☒ Other Federal Agency  	 ☒ NGO		☒ Local Governments		☒ Other:  Canada, General Public 



Please describe specific concerns:  GLRI funding supplements, but does not supplant, other funds appropriated to the 16 agencies in the GLRI. The watershed includes two nations, eight U.S. states, two Canadian provinces, and more than 40 tribes. Stakeholders have concerns about maintaining GLRI resources to address the environmental issues identified in the background section of this paper.

Moving Forward: 

· Continue acceleration of Great Lakes protection and restoration at $300 million annually – the amount directed by Congress in recent years. This amount is necessary sufficient to achieve protection and restoration goals in GLRI Action Plan II.


· Continue supplementing Great Lakes protection and restoration at $250 million annually – the amount proposed in recent President’s budgets.

Lead Office/Region: GLNPO/R5		Other Key Offices/Regions:  OW, ORD, R2, R3

		


- Invasive Fish —So as | read this, it sounds like there are already 180 invasive species present and
now the Asian Carp is becoming a threat. True? If that’s not the case, please edit as
appropriate.

Thanks Morgan —if it would be easier, would be happy to talk through the comments.
Laura

Laura L. Gentile

Office of Policy, U.S EPA
202.564.3158 Desk
202.531.7162 Cell

gentile.laura@epa.gov
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